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UNITED STATES DI 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT 


STRICT COURT 
T OF NEW YORK 


GEORGE WEAVER, VERA NASEVA, LUZ CONCf 
LOUIS FLORES, each on their own behalf and 
collectively on behalf of all others similarly-si 
and FIGHT FOR NYCHA, 

Plaintiffs, 


v. 


THE NEW YORK CITY HOUSING AUTHORITY 
GREGORY RUSS, Chair and CEO ; THE CITY Olf NEW 
YORK; BILL DE BLASIO, Mayor of the City of Hew 
York; and GALE BREWER, individually as President of 
the Borough of Manhattan and acting, collecti 
and through her aide, BRIAN LEWIS, 

Defendants. 


DECLARATION OF MARNI HALASA 


I, MARNI HALASA, a Co-Plaintiff, decla 

1. I am a figure-skating coach 
group called Community Control of Land Us 
member of the Fight For NYCHA alliance. I 
Committee of the advocacy group Fight For 
candidate for District 3 of the New York City 

2. As a member of Fight For N 
New York City Housing Authority ("NYCHA") 

3. Plaintiffs have respectfully 
(i). stop the unlawful Mayor's NYCHA Wp 
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re as follows: 
and an activist. I founded an advocacy 
e New York ("CCLUNY"). CCLUNY is a 
am also a member of the Coordinating 
NYCHA. In 2017, I was a third-arty 
Council. 

YCHA, I oppose any privatisation of the 

pplied for an Order to Show Cause to : 
rking Group ; (ii). stop the unlawful 
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Uniform Land Use Review Procedure 
to pay security to the District Court in 
nt would be used to make necessary 
CHA, and [v). compel Defendants to file 


disposition or development of public housing assets outside of the legally permissible 
process ; [iii). compel Defendants to disclose agreements for the disposition of public 
housing assets that were not subject to the 
("ULURP Process") ; (iv). compel Defendants 
the amount of $3 billion, where such amour 
heating and hot water system upgrades at NYC 
with the District Court plans for the issuances of requests for proposals that will 
effectuate the contracting and payment of heating and hot water system upgrades. 

4. I, on behalf of Plaintiffs and in further support to the amended 
Declaration submitted by Co-Plaintiff Louis Flores ["Flores") on 02 Dec. 2019 [Dkt. No. 
13), offer the following good and sufficient reasons why the Order to Show Cause is 
necessary. 

A. I arrived late, but I was able to attend part of the first secret 
meeting of Defendant Mayor Bill de Blasio's NYCHA Working Group at 
Hudson Guild in the Chelsea neighbourhood of Manhattan on 24 Oct. 2019. 
I was able to get past police officers by saying that I needed to bring 
medication to co-Plaintiff Flores. Flores had arrived before I. See Amended 
Complaint. [Dkt. No. 11, If 40). I witnessed the presentation of the plan by 
Deputy Mayor Vicki Been and other events that, but for our barging into that 
meeting, would not have been made public by Fight For NYCHA. Id. at ^[ 42-3. 

B. I was locked out of tpe second, secret meeting of the Mayor's 

33 in the Chelsea neighbourhood of 

Manhattan on 29 Oct. 2019. [Dkt. No. 11, If 45.) Because I and others were 
locked out, we never learned what took place in that second, secret meeting of 
the Mayor's NYCHA Working Group. 


NYCHA Working Group held at P.S 
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C. Because we lack infor 
and the other co-Plaintiffs, namely, 
and Luz Concepcion, or with other pu 
to save NYCHA, our discussions are i 
the Mayor's NYCHA Working Group 
impingements and restrictions deny 
complete thoughts and ideas and to 
housing. 

D. In the time since Plai 
have met with other public housing 
and strategy meetings. Because 
restrictions on the information availabl 
fully inform one another, share ideas 
save public housing in New York City, 
have taken place since the time this 
formation or adjustment of strategy, 
Defendants' actions to deny critical 
One of those meetings took place in 
Plaintiff and two other key public ho 
knowledge about the proceedings o 
An in-person meeting of a majority 
without the benefit of information 
NYCHA Working Group. Another o 
conference call on 27 Nov. 2019 be 
public housing advocate, again witho 
proceedings of the Mayor's NYCHA 


mation, whenever I meet with Flores 
orge Weaver, Vera Naseva ("Naseva"), 
blic housing advocates, about our plans 
pinged and restricted by the actions of 
keep its proceedings private. These 
Plaintiffs the ability to both formulate 
press speech about how to save public 
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ntiffs commenced this action, Plaintiffs 
nants. Those meetings were planning 
of Defendants' impingements and 
e to Plaintiffs, Plaintiffs were unable to 
or formulate new ideas about how to 
Four critical consultations or meetings 
action commenced that involved the 
and those meetings were impaired by 
and accurate information to Plaintiffs, 
person on 22 Nov. 2019 between one 
using advocates without the benefit of 
the Mayor's NYCHA Working Group. 
Plaintiffs took place on 24 Nov. 2019 
about the proceedings of the Mayor's 
ae of those meetings took place as a 
tWeen two Plaintiffs and one other key 
ut the benefit of information about the 
Working Group. Another one of those 


of 
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n 


meetings took place in-person on 0 
and other public housing tenants, a 
about the proceedings of the Mayor 
other meetings or consultations have 
person without information about 
Working Group. The outcomes of the: 
compromised, because Plaintiffs and 
advocates have been deprived of for 
public housing, an important issue i 
New York City. As a result, speec 
compromised. The proximate cause 
public's fully-formed and fully-expr 
public housing is the closed-door 
Group. This is unconstitutional. 

E. It's not publicly kmb 
many secret meetings that the MayO 
what was discussed. 

F. Naseva and I mana; 
Mayor's NYCHA Working Group held 

G. A black lady, whose 
leave. I answered that I was not leay: 
me are provided solely for identificati 

H. Another lady was rud 
that last night's meeting was "a priva|t 
what you are doing on social media." 


Dec. 2019 between all of the Plaintiffs 
gain without the benefit of information 
's NYCHA Working Group. Numerous, 
taken place either by telephone or in- 
Che proceedings of the Mayor's NYCHA 
se meetings or consultations have been 
other NYCHA tenants or public housing 
fliing complete thoughts or speech about 
civil life that is at a dire crossroads in 
ti that was formed and expressed was 
of the deprivation of Plaintiffs' and the 
$ssed thoughts, ideas, and speech about 
nature of the Mayor's NYCHA Working 


JUL 


wn, to Plaintiffs or to the public, how 
r's NYCHA Working Group has had, or 


to get inside a secret meeting of the 
at Hudson Guild last night, 
identity is unknown to me, asked me to 
ing. Descriptions of people unknown to 
on purposes. 

e to me and asked me to leave. She said 
e meeting." She also said to me, "We see 
I answered that I was not leaving. 
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I. Leroy Williams, who 
some or all of Plaintiffs' attendance 
approached me last night. When I sa 
replied, "That's not happening here," 

J. An aide to New Yo 
approached me and said that last 
tenants. The aide said that they did 
because they needed to work ever; 
tantamount to making determinatio 
locked out of the process that will be 
recommendations. This is unlawful c 

K. At one point last n 
promises to tenants. One NYCHA te 
official whether NYCHA could be tr 
asking, "Who regulates NYCHA ?" 

L. I was not threaten^ 
Naseva and I remained in the meeti 
conducting and monitoring last night' 
Working Group. Notwithstanding, I 

I do not believe that the public sho 
culture of retaliation or intimidation 
meetings where the conduct of 
particularly the disposition of pub 
public assets. 


has twice before discouraged or blocked 
of the Mayor's NYCHA Working Group, 
id, "This should be an open meeting," he 
adding,"... I don't want to be taped."!/ 
rk State Sen. Robert Jackson (D-NY 31) 
night's meeting was a process for the 
Pot think this should be a public meeting, 
ything out before going public. This is 
ns, and a very many people are being 
making determinations, suggestions, or 
onduct. 

ight, a NYCHA official was making oral 
nant unknown to me asked the NYCHA 
listed to make oral promises to tenants, 

d with arrest last night. As a result, 
ng, to the consternation of the officials 
's secret meeting of the Mayor's NYCHA 
suffered ridicule, criticism, and shaming, 
aid suffer personal attacks or endure a 
solely as a result of demanding to attend 
the Government's business takes place, 
ic housing assets, which are strategic 


1/ See Community Control of Land Us 3 New York, Video of last night's secret 
Mayor's Nycha Working Group at the Hudson Guild..., Facebook (11 Dec. 2019), 
https://www.facebook.com/CCLandlJseNY/videos/895199144211469/ . 
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M. Plaintiffs are extremely concerned that Defendants are 
conducting secret meetings of the Mayor's NYCHA Working Group precisely 
so that NYCHA tenants are denied the benefit of a robust public review of 
Defendants' plans to dispose of public housing assets. 

N. Of particularly concern to the District Court should be that, as 
Defendants conduct secret meetings that deny entry to critical NYCHA 
residents and public housing advoca tes, the pre-selected NYCHA tenants who 


are being allowed entry to the secret 
and expression of full and complete 


meetings are being denied the formation 
thoughts, ideas, and speech that would 
have been formed and expressed had critical NYCHA residents and public 
housing advocates, such as Plaintiffs, attended and contributed to a robust 
public review of Defendants' plans to dispose of public housing assets. This 
should shock the conscience of the District Court. 

O. Under the Defendants' unlawful scenario, NYCHA residents 
would be put in a vulnerable position. Not surprisingly, one NYCHA tenant 
was able to express concern last night that NYCHA was making promises to 
NYCHA residents to which NYCHA could not or would not remain true. 

P. My recollections of conversations that took place last night 
are to the best of my ability. 

Q. All of the reasons, explanations, and excuses given to me last 
night, about why the Mayor's NYCHA Working Group should conduct its 
proceedings in private are in contravention to my understanding of the law. 
My understanding of the law is that any disposition of public housing assets 


requires a robust public review. Un 
disposition of public housing assets to 


der the law, that means subjecting the 
the ULURP Process. 
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R. 


Upon information 


and belief, the officials and their 
representatives conducting or monjtoring last night's secret meeting of the 
Mayor's NYCHA Working Group were upset, because Naseva and I barged in 
on their private plans to unlawfully dispose of public housing assets. 

S. I cannot be conned by promises made by Defendants under 
false pretences in private meetings held with intentions to isolate public 
housing residents and to deny participation to critical NYCHA residents and 
public housing advocates. 

T. There can be no inferior and unlawful substitute for the 
general public attending and participating in the review and approval of the 
disposition and development of public housing assets. Unless the District 
Court takes action, any decisions or determinations made by the Mayor's 

lout based on the disenfranchisement of 
and the general public. This 
disenfranchisement is unsupportable, unlawful, undemocratic, and corrupt. 
The harm to the general public must come to an immediate and swift end. 

istrative remedies available to Plaintiffs, 


NYCHA Working Group will come ab 
Plaintiffs, other NYCHA tenants 


U. 


There are no admini 


others similarly-situated, or the general public about the undemocratic and 


unlawful formation and activities o 
Plaintiffs beseech the District Court 


7 the Mayor's NYCHA Working Group, 
to grant the restraining order, because 


there is no inferior but lawful alternative to the ULURP Process to determine 
the disposition and development of public housing assets. 

5. I further declare that the following are undisputed facts, which 
Defendants cannot contest: 


A. Defendant's conduct 
NYCHA Working Group is continuing a 
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of secret meetings of the Mayor's 
nd ongoing. 
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The secret meetings of the Mayor's NYCHA Working Group 


have been continuing and ongoing, 
secret nature of the meetings from 
namely, on 24 Oct. 2019. 


even after Flores and I objected to the 
the first date that such meetings began. 


C. The secret meeting^ 
have been continuing and ongoing, e 
Plantiffs intended to commence litig 


of the Mayor's NYCHA Working Group 
ven after Flores notified Defendants that 
tion. 


Ndw 


D. Public housing in 
since we are experiencing an afford 
policy that encourages speculative re 


York City is irreplaceable, particularly 
able housing crisis due to Government 
al estate construction of luxury housing 


E. If Defendants succe 
demolition of public housing solely 
would put NYCHA's public housing s 
encourage more speculative, luxury 
enrich certain participants of the real 


ed in establishing a precedent for the 
to construct 70-30 luxury housing, this 
tock at-risk of being demolished solely to 
real estate development that would 
estate development industry. 


F. The Mayor has a history of creating Government policy or 
approving Government contracts that: benefit builders or landlords, who have 
been campaign contributors to the Mayor's various political committees. 


G. Heat outages conti 
residents daily. 


nue to affect thousands of NYCHA 


6. Plaintiffs are in discussions 
counsel to serve as pro bono or "low bono" coi 


with two different attorneys to select 
i|msel for Plaintiffs in this action. 


This declaration is submitted in support of Plaintiffs' Amended 
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Complaint and Order to Show Cause. 


























